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constitution, which had long been a cardinal point in
their programme, had been discredited by Boulanger's
adoption of it. Party strife was, therefore, thrown
temporarily into the background by economic ques-
tions which divided the deputies on new lines; the
protective tariff, for example, drawing its supporters
from all parts of the Chamber. The result was that the
colorless cabinet of Freycinet, formed in March, 1890,
was able to prolong its existence more than two years.
The views of the different Republican elements were,
however, too far apart to allow them to work together
in real harmony, and after the suicide of Boulanger had
taken away the chief motive for union the old antago-
nism revived, and the efforts of the successive cabinets
to treat the Eepublicans as a single party only con-
cealed the differences they were unable to suppress.
Such a policy could be assumed with success only by
ministers of great personal force and influence, who
could govern their followers and compel obedience; but
as the French cabinets were not strong, their object
was to avoid offending any of the groups of the Left,
and their course was weak and vacillating. While the
ministers were thus trying to keep the Eepublicans
together,1 the conservative and radical wings each
strove to exclude the other from the control of the
party, and force the adoption of its own views.2 It was

1  See Ribot's declaration of his policy on this point on Jan. 12,1893,
Journal Officiel, Jan. 13.

2  See, for example, the debate in the Chamber on an interpellation on
Feb. 16,1893, Le Matin, Feb. 17, and the Report in the Journal Officiel
of the same day.    The Radicals, being weak, urged at this time the
policy of concentration, which the Conservative Republicans did not want
See Le Matin, Feb. 9 and 12,1893, and Le Figaro, Feb. 18.